
 

PD0371

August 25, 2008 

Hi.

This is Deb Hamil, Manhattan, Kansas.  I’ve been trying to get through for several days 

now, have not been able to do that.  I want to protest it being presented into Manhattan, 

Kansas.  I do not think that’s a safe place for it.  I think it’s the worst place for it as a 

matter of fact, and I’m totally against it being placed in Manhattan, Kansas. 

Thank you. 
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Hamil, Deb
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.4

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.
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Hamilton, James
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 21.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding the potential consequences from a NBAF accident or

pathogen release as the result of human error and acknowledges commentor's statement that safety

at the NBAF is not guaranteed. DHS also notes that the risk of an accidental release of a pathogen

from the NBAF is extreemly low. Section 3.14 and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS, investigates the

chances of a variety of accidents that could occur with the proposed NBAF and consequences of

potential accidents,  Accidents could occur in the form of procedural violations (operational

accidents), natural phenomena accidents, external events, and intentional acts. Although some

accidents are more likely to occur than others (e.g., safety protocol not being followed), the chances

of an accidental release based on human error are low in large part due to the design and

implementation of biocontainment safeguards in conjunction with rigorous personnel training.   The

specific objective of the hazard identification, accident analysis, and risk assessment is to identify the

likelihood and consequences from accidents or intentional subversive acts. In addition to identifying

the potential for or likelihood of the scenarios leading to adverse consequences, this analysis

provides support for the identification of specific engineering and administrative controls to either

prevent a pathogen release or mitigate the consequences of such a release. For example, as

described in Section 2.2.2.1 of the NBAF EIS,  all laboratory staff would receive thorough pre-

operational training, as well as ongoing training, in the handling of hazardous infectious agents,

understanding biocontainment functions of standard and special practices for each biosafety level,

and understanding biocontainment equipment and laboratory characteristics. The risk of an

accidental release of a pathogen is extremely low. Oversite of NBAF operations, as described in

Section 2.2.2.6 of the NBAF EIS,  will be conducted in part by the Institutional Biosafety Committee

(IBC), which includes community representative participation, and the APHIS Animal Research Policy

and Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee. Should the NBAF Record of Decision call for the

design, construction, and operations of the NBAF, site specific protocols would then be developed in

coordination with local emergency response agencies and would consider the diversity and density of

populations residing within the local area.  The need for an evacuation under an accident conditions

is considered to be a very low probability event.  DHS would have site-specific standard operating

procedures and emergency response plans in place prior to the initiation of research activities at the

proposed NBAF. 

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 5.0

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the five mainland site alternatives and preference for a

remote location for siting NBAF.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 12.2

DHS notes the commentor’s drought concerns. As described in Section 3.7.3.3.1, the NBAF at the

South Milledge Avenue Site would use approximately 118,000 gallons per day of potable water

approximately 0.76% of Athens 15.5 million gallons per day usage.  Section 3.7.3.1.1 describes the

potential potable water sources, the Middle and North Oconee Rivers and the Jackson County Bear
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Creek Reservoir.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 5.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.3

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.4

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.
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Happe, Kelly
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 26.0

DHS notes the commentor's statement.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 21.0

DHS notes the commentor's concerns regarding the mission of NBAF. Chapter 1, Section 1.1 of the

NBAF EIS identifies DHS’s mission as the study of foreign animal and zoonotic (transmitted from

animals to humans) diseases that threaten our agricultural livestock and agricultural economy.  The

goal or benefit of NBAF is to prevent these animal diseases from spreading in the United States

through research into the transmission of these animal diseases and the development of diagnostic

tests, vaccines, and antiviral therapies. DHS believes that experience shows that facilities utilizing

modern biocontainment technologies and safety protocols, such as would be employed in the design,

construction, and operation of NBAF, would enable NBAF to be safely operated with a minimal

degree of risk, regardless of the site chosen.

 

DHS notes the commentor’s concerns regarding the impact of a pathogen release on the local

population, livestock industry, businesses and infrastructure.  The NBAF would be designed,

constructed, and operated to ensure the maximum level of public safety and to fulfill all necessary

requirements to protect the environment.  Section 3.14 and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS, investigates

the chances of a variety of accidents that could occur with the proposed NBAF and consequences of

potential accidents,  The chances of an accidental release are low.  Although some accidents are

more likely to occur than others (e.g., safety protocol not being followed), the chances of an

accidental release based on human error are low in large part due to the design and implementation

of biocontainment safeguards in conjunction with rigorous personnel training.  For example, as

described in Section 2.2.2.1 of the NBAF EIS,  all laboratory staff would receive thorough pre-

operational training, as well as ongoing training, in the handling of hazardous infectious agents,

understanding biocontainment functions of standard and special practices for each biosafety level,

and understanding biocontainment equipment and laboratory characteristics.  Appendix B to the EIS

describes biocontainment lapses and laboratory acquired infections.  Laboratory-acquired infections

have not been shown to be a threat to the community at large. As set out in Section 3.14.3.4 of the

NBAF EIS, employees and contractors will be screened prior to employment or engagement and

monitored while working, among other security measures. In addition, oversight of NBAF operations,

as described in Section 2.2.2.6 of the NBAF EIS,  will be conducted in part by the Institutional

Biosafety Committee (IBC), which includes community representative participation, and the APHIS

Animal Research Policy and Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee. Should the NBAF Record

of Decision call for the design, construction, and operations of the NBAF, site specific protocols would

then be developed in coordination with local emergency response agencies and would consider the

diversity and density of populations, including institutionalized populations,  residing within the local
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area.  The need for an evacuation under an accident conditions is considered to be a very low

probability event.  DHS would have site-specific standard operating procedures and emergency

response plans in place prior to the initiation of research activities at the proposed NBAF. 
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Harbour, Laurel

Page 1 of 1

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 5.4

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 8.4

DHS notes the information provided by the commentor.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 5.4

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.4

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative. It has been shown

that modern biosafety laboratories can be safely operated in populated areas.  An example is the

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention in downtown Atlanta, Georgia, where such facilities

employ modern biocontainment technologies and safety protocols, such as would be employed in the

design, construction, and operation of NBAF.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 1.0

DHS notes the commentor's concern. Chapter 1, Section 1.1 of the NBAF EIS identifies DHS’s

mission as the study of foreign animal and zoonotic (transmitted from animals to humans) diseases

that threaten our agricultural livestock and agricultural economy.  The goal or benefit of NBAF is to

prevent these animal diseases from spreading in the United States through research into the

transmission of these animal diseases and the development of diagnostic tests, vaccines, and

antiviral therapies. DHS believes that experience shows that facilities utilizing modern biocontainment

technologies and safety protocols, such as would be employed in the design, construction, and

operation of NBAF, would enable NBAF to be safely operated with a minimal degree of risk,

regardless of the site chosen.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 21.4

DHS notes the commentor’s concerns regarding the impact of a pathogen release on the local

population, livestock industry, businesses and infrastructure.  The NBAF would be designed,

constructed, and operated to ensure the maximum level of public safety and to fulfill all necessary

requirements to protect the environment.  Section 3.14 and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS, investigates

the chances of a variety of accidents that could occur with the proposed NBAF and consequences of

potential accidents,  The chances of an accidental release are low.  Although some accidents are

more likely to occur than others (e.g., safety protocol not being followed), the chances of an

accidental release based on human error are low in large part due to the design and implementation

of biocontainment safeguards in conjunction with rigorous personnel training.  For example, as

described in Section 2.2.2.1 of the NBAF EIS,  all laboratory staff would receive thorough pre-

operational training, as well as ongoing training, in the handling of hazardous infectious agents,

understanding biocontainment functions of standard and special practices for each biosafety level,

and understanding biocontainment equipment and laboratory characteristics.  Appendix B to the EIS

describes biocontainment lapses and laboratory acquired infections.  Laboratory-acquired infections

have not been shown to be a threat to the community at large. As set out in Section 3.14.3.4 of the

NBAF EIS, employees and contractors will be screened prior to employment or engagement and

monitored while working, among other security measures. In addition, oversight of NBAF operations,

as described in Section 2.2.2.6 of the NBAF EIS,  will be conducted in part by the Institutional

Biosafety Committee (IBC), which includes community representative participation, and the APHIS

Animal Research Policy and Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee. Should the NBAF Record

of Decision call for the design, construction, and operations of the NBAF, site specific protocols would
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then be developed in coordination with local emergency response agencies and would consider the

diversity and density of populations, including institutionalized populations,  residing within the local

area.  The need for an evacuation under an accident conditions is considered to be a very low

probability event.  DHS would have site-specific standard operating procedures and emergency

response plans in place prior to the initiation of research activities at the proposed NBAF. 

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 5.1

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the five mainland site alternatives. The conclusions

expressed in Section 3.14 of the NBAF EIS show that even though Plum Island has a lower potential

impact in case of a release, the probability of a release is low at all sites. It has been shown that

modern biosafety laboratories can be safely operated in populated areas.  An example is the Centers

for Disease Control and Prevention in downtown Atlanta, Georgia, where such facilities employ

modern biocontainment technologies and safety protocols, such as would be employed in the design,

construction, and operation of NBAF.
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Hardwick, Carol
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.5

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Flora Industrial Park Site Alternative.

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents NBAF Final Environmental Impact Statement

December 20082-1127



 

Hargrave, Derick
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.4

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.
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Hargrove, Richard and Geneva
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 21.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern. Chapter 1, Section 1.1 of the NBAF EIS identifies DHS’s

mission as the study of foreign animal and zoonotic (transmitted from animals to humans) diseases

that threaten our agricultural livestock and agricultural economy.  The goal or benefit of NBAF is to

prevent these animal diseases from spreading in the United States through research into the

transmission of these animal diseases and the development of diagnostic tests, vaccines, and

antiviral therapies. DHS believes that experience shows that facilities utilizing modern biocontainment

technologies and safety protocols, such as would be employed in the design, construction, and

operation of NBAF, would enable NBAF to be safely operated with a minimal degree of risk,

regardless of the site chosen.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 17.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern about the traffic congestion in the area of the South Milledge

Avenue Site and the future impact of the NBAF operation on the area's transportation infrastructure. A

discussion of the planned improvements to the area's primary transportation corridors of South

Milledge Avenue and Whitehall Road to alleviate current and future traffc congestion resulting from

the NBAF operation at the South Milledge Avenue Site is located in Section 3.11.3.3.1 of the NBAF

EIS. All planned improvements are per the recommendations of the Department of Transporation and

the Public Works Department as of 2007.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 15.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern.  A discussion of the effects of the proposed NBAF at the South

Milledge Avenue Site on property values was included in Section 3.10.3, which concluded that there

is no empirical evidence that a facility such as the NBAF would reduce property values in the study

area. It is possible that with the relocation of highly skilled workers to the immediate area, property

values could increase due to an increase in demand.

 

 

Comment No: 5                     Issue Code: 12.2

DHS notes the commentor’s drought concerns and DHS acknowledges current regional drought

conditions. As described in Section 3.7.3.3.1 of the NBAF EIS, the South Milledge Avenue Site

alternative would use approximately 118,000 gallons per day of potable water, an amount that is

approximately 0.76% of Athens’ current annual average of 15.5 million gallons per day usage.  The

NBAF annual potable water usage is expected to be approximately equivalent to the amount

consumed by 228 residential homes. 
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Hargrove, Richard and Geneva

Page 1 of 2

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 26.0

DHS notes the commentor's statements. 

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 21.0

DHS notes the commentor's concern about the risk to health and safety from the NBAF operation.

DHS believes that experience shows that facilities utilizing modern biocontainment technologies and

safety protocols, such as would be employed in the design, construction, and operation of NBAF,

would enable NBAF to be safely operated with a minimal degree of risk, regardless of the site

chosen. The NBAF would provide state-of-the-art biocontainment features and operating procedures

to minimize the potential for laboratory-acquired infections and accidental releases. The risk of an

accidental release of a pathogen is extremely low.  Sections 3.8.9, 3.10.9, 3.14, and Appendices B,

D, and E of the NBAF EIS, provide a detailed analysis of the consequences from a accidental or

deliberate pathogen release.  Should the NBAF Record of Decision call for the design, construction,

and operations of the NBAF then site specific protocols and emergency response plans would be

developed, in coordination with local emergency response agencies that would consider the diversity

and density of human, livestock, and wildlife populations residing within the area.  DHS would have

site-specific standard operating procedures and emergency response plans in place prior to the

initiation of research activities at the proposed NBAF. It has been shown that modern biosafety

laboratories can be safely operated in populated areas.  An example is the Centers for Disease

Control and Prevention in downtown Atlanta, Georgia, where such facilities employ modern

biocontainment technologies and safety protocols, such as would be employed in the design,

construction, and operation of NBAF.
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Hargrove, Richard and Geneva
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Hargrove, Richard and Geneva
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 17.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern about the traffic congestion in the area of the South Milledge

Avenue Site Alternative and the future impact of the NBAF operation on the area's transportation

infrastructure. A discussion of the planned improvements to the area's primary transportation

corridors of South Milledge Avenue and Whitehall Road to alleviate current and future traffc

congestion resulting from the NBAF operation at the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative, is

located in Section 3.11.3.3.1 of the NBAF EIS. All planned improvements are per the

recommendations of the Department of Transporation and the Public Works Department.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 15.2

Funding for the design, construction, and operations for the NBAF will come from the Federal

Government. Proposals for offsets to the site infrastructure (part of the construction costs) were

requested by the Federal government. The decision as to what to offer (land donation, funding, other

assets) is solely at the discretion of the consortium, state and local officials as part of the consortium

bid site package. The amount of funding and how the funding is paid for (bonds, taxes, etc) is

determined by the state and local government officials and not the decision of the Federal

government.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 24.1

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative and support for

the Plum Island Site Alternative.
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Hargrove, Richard and Geneva
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 5.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 12.2

DHS notes the commentor’s drought concerns and DHS acknowledges current regional drought

conditions. As described in Section 3.7.3.3.1 of the NBAF EIS, the South Milledge Avenue Site

alternative would use approximately 118,000 gallons per day of potable water an amount that is

approximately 0.76% of Athens current annual average of 15.5 million gallons per day usage.  The

NBAF annual potable water usage is expected to be approximately equivalent to the amount

consumed by 228 residential homes.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 5.2

See response to Comment No. 1.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.
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Hargrove, Richard and Geneva
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 11.2

DHS notes the commentor’s concerns regarding earthquakes.  Section 3.6.1 of the NBAF EIS

describes the methodology used to assess each site's potential seismic consequences, and Section

3.6.3 specifically describes the South Milledge Avenue Site. The NBAF would be built to meet or

exceed all applicable building codes for seismic safety.  Section 3.14.3.2 further addresses NBAF

design criteria and accident scenarios associated with natural phenomena events such as

earthquakes

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents NBAF Final Environmental Impact Statement

December 20082-1136



 

Hargrove, Richard and Geneva
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 21.2

DHS notes the commentor’s concerns regarding an accidental release of a vector, such as a

mosquito,  from the NBAF.  The NBAF would be designed, constructed, and operated to ensure the

maximum level of public safety and to fulfill all necessary requirements to protect the environment.

The NBAF would provide state-of-the-art operating procedures and biocontainment features to

minimize the potential for outside insect vector penetration, laboratory-acquired infections, vector

escape and accidental releases. Section 2.2.1.1 (Biosafety Design) of the NBAF EIS, provides a

discussion of the biosafety fundamentals, goals and design criteria for the NBAF operation. Section

3.14 and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS, investigates the chances of a variety of accidents that could

occur with the proposed NBAF and consequences of potential accidents,  Accidents could occur in

the form of procedural violations (operational accidents), natural phenomena accidents, external

events, and intentional acts each of which has the potential to release a vector. Although some

accidents are more likely to occur than others (e.g., safety protocol not being followed), the chances

of an accidental release of a vector are low. DHS would have site-specific Standard Operating

Procedures (SOP) and response plans in place prior to the initiation of research activities at the

proposed NBAF. In addition, oversight of NBAF operations, as described in Section 2.2.2.6 of the

NBAF EIS,  will be conducted in part by the Institutional Biosafety Committee (IBC), which includes

community representative participation, and the APHIS Animal Research Policy and Institutional

Animal Care and Use Committee. An analysis of potential consequences of a pathogen (e.g. Rift

Valley fever virus) becoming established in native mosquito populations surrounding the South

Milledge Avenue Site is specifically addressed in Section 3.8.9 and Section 3.10.9.1 as well as in

Section 3.14.4.1 (Health and Safety).  Section 3.10.9.1 discusses the relative suitability of the

regional climate of the South Milledge Avenue Site to promote mosquito survival and virus spread

based on the extensive discussion contained in Section 3.4.3.1 of the NBAF EIS.  As such, the RVF

response plan would include a mosquito control action plan, and the potential consequences of

pesticide use in mosquito control would be evaluated during the preparation of a site specific

response plan.
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Hargrove, W.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.
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Harper, Frances
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 21.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern. Risks to human populations at each alternative site were

evaluated and discussed in Section 3.14 (Health and Safety) and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS.

Modern biosafety laboratories can be safely operated in populated areas.  State-of-the-art

biocontainment facilities such as the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention in downtown

Atlanta, Georgia employ modern biocontainment technologies and safety protocols, such as would be

employed in the design, construction, and operation of NBAF. DHS also notes the commentor's

concern regarding potential natural disaster impacts to the NBAF.  Sections 3.4, 3.6, and 3.14.3.2

and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS, address NBAF design criteria and accident scenarios associated

with natural phenomena events such as tornadoes, hurricanes, floods, and earthquakes. DHS notes

the commenter’s concern regarding potential tornado impacts to the NBAF. The NBAF would be

designed and built to withstand the normal meteorological conditions that are present within the

geographic area of the selected site (hurricanes, tornados, etc.).  Given the nature of the facility, more

stringent building codes are applied to the NBAF than are used for homes and most businesses,

regardless of which NBAF site is chosen.  The building would be built to withstand wind pressures up

to 170% of the winds which are expected to occur locally within a period of 50 years.    This means

the building’s structural system could resist a wind speed that is expected to occur, on the average,

only once in a 500 year period.

In the unlikely event that a 500-year wind storm strikes the facility, the interior BSL-3Ag and BSL-4

spaces would be expected to withstand a 200 mph wind load (commonly determined to be an F3

tornado). If the NBAF took a direct hit from an F3 tornado, the exterior walls and roofing of the

building would likely fail first.  This breach in the exterior skin would cause a dramatic increase in

internal pressures leading to further failure of the building’s interior and exterior walls. However, the

loss of these architectural wall components should actually decrease the overall wind loading applied

to the building, and diminish the possibility of damage to the building’s primary structural system.

Since the walls of the BSL-3Ag and BSL-4 spaces would be reinforced cast-in-place concrete, those

inner walls would be expected to withstand the tornado.current design of the NBAF defines the

seismic capacity of the facility to meet a 0.19-g seismic event and a 119 mph wind (156 mph for Plum

Island). While the proposed NBAF sites show a relatively low probability of a significant seismic event

with a return period on the order of 50 years, Executive Order 12699 issued in January 1990 requires

high-hazard government facilities to be designed to meet or exceed seismic events with return

periods of 2,500 years. 
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Harrington, Julia
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.
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PD0206

August 22, 2008 

My name is Alice Harris and I’m calling from North Carolina concerning the possibility 

of the NBAF coming to the Butner area in Granville County, North Carolina.  I am very 

much in favor of this coming to our area.  And I think its needed period for our well 

being but also in this area we’re very stressed for jobs and we need that type of 

environment for people to find places to work and we need scientific people.  We are 

very close, as you well know, located to the Research Triangle Park also to North 

Carolina Hospital in Chapel Hill as well as Duke University Medical Center.  And it’s 

just something that this area really needs.  And there are a few people making a lot of 

noise at duplicate events and gatherings and the same ones opposing this instead of 

getting more and more people to oppose—it’s the same few.  This is certainly not the 

majority of the people in this area who would like to see this facility located at Butner, 

North Carolina. 

Thank you very much for your consideration.  
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Harris, Alice
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.3

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 15.3

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.  The quality of

life and employment profile of the four-county region is discussed in Section 3.10.7 of the NBAF EIS.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 8.3

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.
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Harris, Calvin
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.5

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Flora Industrial Park Site Alternative.
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PD0145

August 21, 2008 

Yes this is Gary Harris and I was reporting on the wanting to move that lab.  That lab 

needs to stay out of the inland as far as I’m concerned.  I’m a cattle producer in Kansas 

and there’s lots and lots of cattle in Kansas and I can see that a bad weather situation 

could escape that virus and be a very bad deal in the middle of the United States inland. 

It’d be best to stay out of the inland. I am strongly against moving this lab.  

Thank you for your time. 

Bye.

1| 5.0

2| 21.4

Harris, Gary
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 5.0

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the five mainland site alternatives.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 21.4

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding potential natural disaster impacts to the NBAF.

Sections 3.4, 3.6, and 3.14.3.2 and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS, address NBAF design criteria and

accident scenarios associated with weather-related events such as tornadoes, hurricanes, and

flooding. DHS notes the commenter’s concern regarding potential tornado impacts to the NBAF. The

NBAF would be designed and built to withstand the normal meteorological conditions that are present

within the geographic area of the selected site (hurricanes, tornados, etc.).  Given the nature of the

facility, more stringent building codes are applied to the NBAF than are used for homes and most

businesses, regardless of which NBAF site is chosen.  The building would be built to withstand wind

pressures up to 170% of the winds which are expected to occur locally within a period of 50 years.

This means the building’s structural system could resist a wind speed that is expected to occur, on

the average, only once in a 500 year period. In the unlikely event that a 500-year wind storm strikes

the facility, the interior BSL-3Ag and BSL-4 spaces would be expected to withstand a 200 mph wind

load (commonly determined to be an F3 tornado). If the NBAF took a direct hit from an F3 tornado,

the exterior walls and roofing of the building would likely fail first.  This breach in the exterior skin

would cause a dramatic increase in internal pressures leading to further failure of the building’s

interior and exterior walls. However, the loss of these architectural wall components should actually

decrease the overall wind loading applied to the building, and diminish the possibility of damage to

the building’s primary structural system. Since the walls of the BSL-3Ag and BSL-4 spaces would be

reinforced cast-in-place concrete, those inner walls would be expected to withstand the tornado.

 

 

DHS also notes the commentor's position and concern for locating NBAF on a mainland site.   DHS

believes that experience shows that facilities utilizing modern biocontainment technologies and safety

protocols, such as would be employed in the design, construction, and operation of NBAF, would

enable NBAF to be safely operated on the mainland.
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August 18, 2008 

My name’s Harris.  I live in Colorado.  I think this facility they’re trying to put in 
Manhattan, Kansas, especially someone over at Homeland Security is trying to put there, 
is totally contradictory to what their...what their program should be. 

Thanks.

Bye.

1|25.4

Harris, Harris
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.4

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative. As described in

Chapter 1 of the NBAF EIS, DHS’s mission is to study foreign animal, zoonotic (transmitted from

animals to humans) and emerging diseases that threaten our agricultural livestock and agricultural

economy.  NBAF will research the transmission of these animal diseases and develop diagnostic

tests, vaccines, and antiviral therapies for foreign animal, zoonotic and emerging diseases. By

proposing to construct the NBAF, DHS is following policy direction established by the Congress and

the President.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.3

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 12.3

DHS notes the commentor’s watershed concerns.  Section 3.13.8, Waste Management describes the

process that would be used to control and dispose of liquid wastes and Sections 3.3.7 and 3.7.7

describes standard methods used to prevent and mitigate potential spill and runoff affects.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 21.0

DHS acknowledges commentor's statement that safety at the NBAF is not guaranteed. DHS also

notes that the risk of an accidental release of a pathogen from the NBAF is extreemly low. Section

3.14 and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS, investigates the chances of a variety of accidents that could

occur with the proposed NBAF and consequences of potential accidents,  Accidents could occur in

the form of procedural violations (operational accidents), natural phenomena accidents, external

events, and intentional acts. Although some accidents are more likely to occur than others (e.g.,

safety protocol not being followed), the chances of an accidental release based on human error are

low in large part due to the design and implementation of biocontainment safeguards in conjunction

with rigorous personnel training.   The specific objective of the hazard identification, accident analysis,

and risk assessment is to identify the likelihood and consequences from accidents or intentional

subversive acts. In addition to identifying the potential for or likelihood of the scenarios leading to

adverse consequences, this analysis provides support for the identification of specific engineering

and administrative controls to either prevent a pathogen release or mitigate the consequences of

such a release. For example, as described in  Section 2.2.2.1 of the NBAF EIS,  all laboratory staff

would receive thorough pre-operational training, as well as ongoing training, in the handling of

hazardous infectious agents, understanding biocontainment functions of standard and special

practices for each biosafety level, and understanding biocontainment equipment and laboratory

characteristics. The risk of an accidental release of a pathogen is extremely low. Oversite of NBAF

operations, as described in Section 2.2.2.6 of the NBAF EIS,  will be conducted in part by the

Institutional Biosafety Committee (IBC), which includes community representative participation, and

the APHIS Animal Research Policy and Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee.

 

DHS also notes the commentor's position and concern for locating NBAF at the Umstead Research

Farm Site.   DHS  believes that experience shows that facilities utilizing modern biocontainment

technologies and safety protocols, such as would be employed in the design, construction, and

operation of NBAF, would enable NBAF to be safely operated. 
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